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CAEPARIA STAL, 1877 (INSECTA, DICTYOPTERA):
PROPOSEDDESIGNATIONOF ATYPESPECIES
UNDERTHE PLENARYPOWERS.Z.N.(S.)2284

By Louis M. Roth (U.S. Army Research & Development Command,
Natick, Massachusetts, U.S.A.) and Ashley B. Gumey {Systematic

Entomology Laboratory, U.S.D.A. c/o U.S. National Museum,
Washington D.C., U.S.A.)

Application is hereby made for official designation of a type
species ofCaeparia Stal, 1877 to preserve long-standing usage. This case
of a misidentified type species is being referred to the Commission in

accordance with Article 70(a) of the International Code of Zoological
Nomenclature.

2. Stal in 1877 (0/i'. Sv. Vet.-Akad. Forhandi, vol. 34 (10),

p. 37) erected the subgenus Caeparia including the single species,
Panesthia mandarinea Saussure. P. mandarinea was first described by
Saussure in 1863 {Mem. Soc. Phys. Hist. nat. Geneve, vol. 17, p. 168)
and again in 1869 {ibid., vol. 20, p. 286); the former specimen was from
China and the latter was from India. In 1876 Wood-Mason {J. Asiat.

Soc. Bengal vol. 45, p. 190) reported that Saussure in 1869 had been
confused about the sexes of the two specimens identified as mandarinea
and that Saussure had placed two different species under the single

name; Wood-Mason, in the same 1876 paper, renamed Saussure's 1869
species Panesthia saussurii. Stal's 1877 diagnosis o^ Caeparia included
characters pertaining to Panesthia mandarinea as Saussure described it

in 1869 rather than in 1863.

3. Usage has varied and has produced a confusion of names and
generic interpretations since 1877. Brunner in 1893 (Rev. Syst. Orth.,
Ann. Mus. Stor. nat. Genova (2), vol. 33, p. 88) accepted the genus Cae-
paria, with type-species C mandarinea; it is evident from the locality

that mandarinea in Brunner's usage was that of Saussure, 1869.
Saussure in 1895 {Rev. Suisse Zool, vol. 3, p. 305) followed Wood-
Mason's 1876 interpretation of two species being confused under P.

mandarinea, and he referred to Caeparia saussurei Wood- Mason as

type species of Caeparia.

4. Because Saussure apparently had one species under P. man-
darinea in 1863, and another in 1869, the name can correctly refer only
to the 1863 one. This left the 1869 species without a name, and Wood-
Mason's P. saussurii applies. Kirby in 1904 {Syn. Cat. Orth., vol. 1, p.

201) and Hanitsch in 1932 {Ann. Mus. civ. Genova, vol. 56, p. 86) both
accepted the name Caeparia saussurii Wood-Mason, 1876, thus recog-
nising the type species in the sense of Saussure's 1869 species.

5. Caudell, 1924 {Philipp. J. Sci., vol. 24, p. 646), who regarded
Caeparia as a junior synonym of Panesthia, is virtually the only
specialist to adopt the interpretation of P. mandarinea Saussure, 1863
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as the type species of Caeparia. His action apparently resulted from his

interpretation of the priority of the name mandarinea Saussure, regard-

less of the misidentification that was made by Stal in 1877. Princis, 1950

{Opusc. Entomol. vol. 15, p. 165, footnote 1) corrected this error.

6. Roth, 1979 {Aust. J. Zool., Suppl. Ser. No. 69) published a

monograph of the PANESTHIINAE, which recognises Caeparia as a

valid genus within the tribe CAEPARIINI. He also summarised the

complex synonymy of Caeparia saussurii.

1. Acceptance of Stal's (1877) designation of P. mandarinea

Saussure, 1863 as the type species o^ Caeparia would validate the action

of Caudell (1924) and that of Brunner (1893) insofar as he cited mandar-

inea as type species of Caeparia (but was clearly looking at saussuriil).

The usage of Saussure (1895), Kirby (1904), Hanitsch (1932) and Roth

(1979), all of whomaccepted saussurii as the type species of Caeparia,

would be disregarded. Brunner's (1893) acceptance of Caeparia would

also be disregarded. We reject this view because it is not in the best

interests of stability of nomenclature.

8. On the other hand, acceptance of saussurii as the type species

of Caeparia would achieve greater stability of nomenclature, in that all

the actions of Caudell would be invalidated, while those of Brunner

would be valid with respect to his use of the generic name Caeparia,

but invalid in his generic assignment of the species mandarinea.

9. The spelling of saussurii has differed; saussurii was used by

Wood-Mason in 1876 and several subsequent authors, including Princis,

1950 {Ark. Zool. (2), vol. 1, p. 204). Saussure, 1895 used saussurei.

However, Princis, 1965 {Orth. Cat., vol. 7, p. 328) regarded saussurii

as a lapsus calami and emended it to saussurei. We reject saussurei

under Article 33(a) (ii) of the Code because saussurii is a latinised form

of patronymic such as was used by various 'old-time' classical scholars.

10. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature

is therefore requested:

(1) to use its plenary powers to set aside all designations of type

species made prior to the present Ruling for the nominal

genus Caeparia Stal, 1877, and, having done so, to designate

Panesthia saussurii Wood-Mason, 1876, as the type species

of Caeparia Stal, 1877;

(2) to place the generic name Caeparia Stal, 1877 (gender, femi-

nine), type species, by designation under the plenary powers

in (1) above, Panesthia saussurii Wood-Mason, 1876, on the

Official List of Generic Names in Zoology;

(3) to place the specific name saussurii Wood-Mason, 1876, as

published in the binomen Panesthia saussurii (specific name
of type species of Caeparia Stal, 1877) on the Official List

of Specific Names in Zoology.


